Introduction
The official ideological centrepiece of the Brezhnev years was the concept of Developed Socialism. In the period since Brezhnev's death, it has become the archetypal symbol of the era of stagnation. Under Gorbachev (and after), Developed Socialism was subject to extensive criticism for a number of reasons. In marked contrast with the optimism, dynamism and utopianism of Khrushchev's ideological pronouncements -proclaiming the advent of the first phase of communism by 1980 in the Third Party Programme -Developed Socialism appeared to be pessimistic, conservative and pragmatic. It was 'credited' with covering Soviet intellectual life in a suffocating grey blanket, stifling creativity, breeding dogmatism and undermining the vitality of Soviet Marxism-Leninism. A huge gap was said to have emerged between the reality of Soviet life and the picture of Soviet life painted by Developed Socialism. In this sense, Developed Socialism was central in the massive loss of faith which Soviet citizens underwent in the 1970s and 1980s. Increasingly, Developed Socialism was said to have been not just a symbol of the era of stagnation, but one of the causes of stagnation. This chapter will explore the accuracy of the above description. It will argue that the extent of the 'break' between Developed Socialism and the ideological outlook of Khrushchev has been substantially overstated. A reconsideration of Khrushchev's Third Party Programme, and the fate of many of the ideas central to Khrushchev's ideological renewal demonstrates that there are many lines of continuity running between the two eras, and the concept of a radical break or repudiation of Khrushchev's ideas may be difficult to sustain. Secondly, it will argue that Developed Socialism was a highly complex and at times contradictory concept and will question the validity of describing Developed Socialism as the ideology of stagnation. Revisiting the origins, content and influence of the concept reveals a far more progressive, reformist and radical face of Developed Socialism than currently in circulation. Let us begin by defining the constituent parts of the concept of Developed Socialism.
What was Developed Socialism?
The Aside from Brezhnev's personal quest for prestige and credibility as a Marxist-Leninist theorist, there was a growing unease with the grandiose promises of Khrushchev's timetable within the post-Khrushchev leadership. Yet they could not abandon the idea of making the transition to communism, as this was the entire raison d'être of the rule of the CPSU. A new interpretation was required. In addition the CPSU had to maintain its pre-eminent position within the socialist bloc. If the USSR was no longer engaged in the construction of communism, on what basis could it claim to be the dominant state in the socialist bloc? All the countries were 'socialist'. Developed Socialism became a means of differentiating the USSR from the other socialist countries, while asserting its leading role: it was the first state to complete the construction of a 'developed socialist' society.
At first it represented a further and fuller delineation of the nature of the post-revolutionary development of Soviet society towards communism. For Brezhnev and others socialism ceased to be a brief transitional period between capitalism and communism. It was a long historical phase, marked by its own laws of social development, not all of which had been revealed by the unfolding of the historical process. This argument maintained that the difference in the degree of the development of socialism had become so great as to require a qualitative distinction. Fedoseev noted that Developed Socialist society is not considered by us as something midway between socialism and communism . . . It is a socialist society attaining a developed condition, characterised by the all-round disclosure of the advantages of socialism.
